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Figure 4-1
A Comparison between River Flow Velocity and Maximum Sediment

PCB Inventory by River Mile in the Thompson Island Pool

Sources: Zimmie (1985); TAMS/Gradient Database
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Figure 4-2
Hudson River Cross-Sectional Area for 8400 cfs Flow at Fort Edward
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Comparison of the DN Value for 10 ft and 50 ft Circles
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Figure 4-4
Calibration Plots of DN vs. Grain-Size

Note:
    a.  phi = log[grain-size (mm)]

log 2



Figure 4-5
Three-Dimensional Correlation Plot of Digital

Number vs Grain Size
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Figure 4-6

Two-Dimensional Correlation Plot of Digital Number vs Grain Size
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Figure 4-7
Comparison of 500 kHz Acoustic Signal and 1984 NYSDEC

PCB Levels in Surface Sediments
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Figure 4-19

Histogram of  the  Molar  Dechlorinat ion Product  Rat io
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Figure 4-20
Histogram of the Fractional Molecular Weight Difference Relative to Aroclor 1242
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Figure 4-21
Comparison Between the Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio and the

Fractional Change in Molecular Weight for All Post-1954 Freshwater Sediments
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1.  Solid line represents best fit to all 
137

Cs-bearing sediments from the Upper and Lower Hudson   (r
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Figure 4-24
Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio vs.  Total PCB Concentration
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Figure 4-25
Fractional Mass Loss as Measured by the Change in Mean Molecular Weight

Upper Hudson Sediments
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Figure 4-26
Fractional Mass Loss as Measured by the Change in Mean Molecular Weight - Expanded Scale



Figure 4-27
Molar Dechlorination Ratio and Total PCB Concentration vs.

Depth for Phase 2 Sediment Core Samples

Source: TAMS/Gradient Database TAMS/Gradient
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Figure 4-27b
Total PCBs vs. Depth in Post-1954
Sediments from the Hudson River
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Figure 4-27a
Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio vs. Depth in 

Post-1954 Sediments from the Hudson River
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Figure 4-28a
Histogram of the Change in Molecular Weight as a Function of Time of Deposition

in Post-1954 Dated Sediments from the Hudson River
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Figure 4-28b
Fractional Mass Loss as Measured by the Change in Mean Molecular W eight

in Post-1954 Dated Sediments from the Hudson River
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Figure 4-29
A Comparison Between Sediment and Water Column Samples

from Rogers Island and Thompson Island Dam
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Figure 4-30
A Comparison of the Net Thompson Island Pool Contribution to the Water Column

with the Sediments of the Upper Hudson
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Figure 4-31
Relationship Between Phase 2 Hudson River Water Column Samples and the Sediment Regression Line - 

Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio vs. Change in Molecular Weight
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Figure 4-33
Trend of High Resolution Core Top Molar Dechlorination Ratio

and Total PCB Concentration with River Mile
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Value marked with an "X" was considered an outlier and was not used to generate the regression line for the MDPR.
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Figure 4-35
Comparison Between Various Water Column and Estimated Porewater 

Distributions on a Homologue Basis

Source: TAMS/Gradient Database TAMS/Cadmus/Gradient
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